Code Enforcement
Summary of key data points

7119/2011

FY 2003

ltem FY 2000 | FY 2001 | FY 2002 FY 2004 | FY 2005 | FY 2006 | FY 2007 | FY 2008 | FY 2009 | FY 2010 | Fy2011
Fermiis: 7
-applied for 75,353 70,044 | 72,149 73,867 76,990 83,672 89,893 96,434 91,739 | 71,347 | 66,422 70,238
-issued 74,939 | 69,610 | 71,526 73,571 75,240 | 81,848 89,346 96,003 | 90,898 | 70,756 66,417 | 69866
Construction value permitted [[$3.1293B]$3.0115B| $2.61058| $2.4626B | $2.9003B|$3.2956B| $3.9753B | $4.52378| $4.708B | $2.7038 | $1.6535B $1.7088B
Inspactions performed 341,810 | 305,033 | 283,801 | 275,078 | 305,350 | 307,194 | 348,838 | 372,244 | 312,267 | 225,586 | 179,248 | 161,621
Inspection response time:
In days:
-Bldg 1.23 1.08 1.04 1.06 1.25 1.08 1.053 1.051 1.08 1.038 1.08 1.078
-Elec 1.88 2 1.78 1.79 1.98 1.67 1.39 1.13 1.0992 78 1.259 1.243
-Mech 1.68 1.96 1.77 2.04 2.28 1.34 1.1 1.055 1.0417 1.018 1.03 1.098
-Plbg 1.1 119 1.2 1.29 1.35 1.12 1.05 1.043 1.023 1.012 1.03 1.083
~overall average 1.48 1.51 1.4 1.49 1.68 1.3 1.156 1.0717 | 1.0808 | 1.0475 1.12 1.148
inspection response fime;
In % completed 1st 24 hours:
-Bldg not avail'l | not avail'l] not availll notavaill | 95.45% | 96.47% | 97.69% { 97.72% 97.73 98.53 98.23 95.96
~Elec ! ! " " 79.22% | 75.44% | 83.80% | 94.28% 95.6 95.84 89.52 §8.69
-Mech " ! " ! 84.40% | 85.20% | 95.76% | 97.59% | 98.58 99.3 98.38 95,66
-Plby ! ! " " 94.18% | 94.99% 98% 98.22% | 98.96 99.5 98.74 96.39
-overall average ! ! ! b 88.58%(1)| 88.30% | 93.64% | 96.87% | 97.44% | 97.94% | 95.22% | 93.31%
Inspection Pass Rate
-Bldy notavaill| 68.87%| 69.44% | 67.89% | 67.00% | 64.46% | 66.70% | 68.72% | 75.10% | 81.03 80.53 80.37
-Elec 71.51%| 73.78% | 73.85% | 73.56% | 73.19% | 76.83% | 78.06% | 80.57% | 85.16 87.66 86.87
-Mech " 77.57%; 77.20% | 77.768% | 77.48% | 77.38% | 83.47% | 82.28% | 83.48% | 86.47 89.24 89.46
-Plbg ! 82.07%} 81.73% | 82.81% 82.72 82.08% | 84.98% | 87.18% | 88.33% 91.9 92.65 93.8
-overall average ! 74.27%| 74.69% | 74.54% | 73.98% | 72.83% |77.09% (4)] 78.44% | 81.10% | 85.57% | 86.99% | 86.90%
OnSchedule % on time/early || not availl| not availl} not avail'l| 80.03%(2) | 87.66% | 88.32% | 93.86%(3)] 94.1%(5) | 92.10% | 91.20% | 94.32% | 87.30%

Note 1: this report started in January 2004, so these averages are for January thru June (1)

Note 2Z:

OnSchedule started in March 2003, so this is the average for March thru June (2)

Note 3;

OnSchedule on time early data for Sept 05 unavailable; Fy06 figure is 11 month average

| Note 4:

reflects change in inspection faiture rate calculation methodology after Oct, 2005.

Note 5;

Note 6: not used

averages July thru Jan data; in Feb, we began reporting by project size and individual discipline charts

Note 7: not used




Code Enforcement
Summary of key data points

7/19/2011

ltemn EY 2000 | FY 2001 | FY 2002 | FY 2003 | FY 2004 | FY 2005 | FY 2006 | FY 2007 | FY 2008 | FY 2009 | FY 2010 | Fy2011
CnSchedule
-% on time/early (for BEMP) [ not availl| not avail'l | not avail'l [80.03%(2a)| 87.66% | 88.32% |93.86%(3a)|94.1% (5)| 92.10% | 91.20% | 94.32% | 87.30%
-1st review count not avail'l| not avail'l | not avail'l{ 756 (4a) 1,898 2,411 2.480 1,994 1,955 1,740 1,474 1,988
-total BEMPFp cycles rev'wd || not avail'l| not avail'l | not avail'l |2831(3a,4a) 9711 (3a){9687 (3a}| 12,780 12,060 |10855(3a) 7111 {3a)] 5343 6563
-18t review pass rate hot availl| not avail'l| not avail'l| 54% (4a) | 46% (2a)| 50.3% 54.5% 50.3% 45.5% 57.3% 59.8% 79.5%
-2nd review pass rate ot availl] not avail'l | not avail'l| 88% (4a) 185.3%(2a)] 87.6% 88.3% 85.0% 83.0% 87.3% 89.5% 93.3%
OnSchedule booking lead times
-1-2 hour projecis not availl | not avail'l| not avail'l[11.2 (4a,5a) 18 (5a) | 12.4 (5a) 14.9 257 4.18 2 1.12 . 1.94
-3-4 hour projects not avail'l| not avaifl | not avail| noteia | noteta | note 1a | note1a | note 1a 14.08 4.16 2.6 3.43
-5-8 hour projects not avail't | not avaitl | not availl| notavaill | 16 (1a) | 23 (1a) | 25.6 (1a) | 35 (1a) 21.41 7.91 4 5.86
-Express Review (sm/ig) not availl| not avail'l | not avail'l| notavaill | 17 (5a) | 20 (5a) 19 32 14/21.42 |7.75/10.33 7.6/7.6 | 9.4/9.26
CTAC workloads and performance
-1st review pass rate not avail'l| not avail'l | not avail'l} not avail'l | 57.00% § 59.00% 64.4% 61.5% 60.0% | 70.00% | 67.70% | 85.80%
-% of OnSch fotal rev'w load || not avail'l} not avail'l| not avail'll nof avail'l | 32.0% 25.0% 34.0% 44.1% 46.8% 43.0% 48.0% 45.8%
-1st review count not avail'l| not availt| not availl} 401 (4a) 1010 848 1249 1606 1713 1355 1247 1278
-turnaround time (av'd) not avail'l} not avail't| not avail'll not avail'l | not avail'l] not avail'l | not availl | notavaifl] 5.25 2,75 3.36 3.66

Note 1a: in Fy06 & Fy07 we reported OnSchedule booking lead times in a 3-8 hour group

Note 2a;

nine month humbers from Oct thru June, 2004

|

Note 3a: Data is from Approved as Noted Simplified BDC report from Business Objects (BEMP)

Note 4a: 4 month numbers from March thru June, 2003

|

|

Note 5a: based on information from BDGC minutes, not all months reported, this is an average of the reported months

Note 6: not used

Note 7. not used




